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Previous chapters of this paper have noted a variety of educational data needa
advocated by the writers of papers invited by NCES.  Indeed, they range from
input data to process data to outcome data, or from information about financial
resources and numbers of students to teacher characteristics and curriculum
content to data on achievement, attainment, and life outcomes.  However, several
writers (Berryman, Buccino, Bishop, Hawley, and others) carry the data
collection need one step further. They argue that the relationship between
educational inputs and processes and educational outcomes needs to be better
understood.  Their position is that without this understanding, it will be
extremely difficult to improve education and school effectiveness in forthcoming
years.

Some writers go even further in their argument. The ultimate goal of education,
Buccino states in his paper, is to produce leaders, technical specialists, and
informed citizens and to address long-held equity concerns.  Thus, while
educational outcomes such as achievement and retention and their relationship to
inputs and processes of education are important, the impact of schooling and
alternative forms of education on the lives of those who go through the
educational system is perhaps of even greater concern.
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